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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

ffp E r5nr« L fT,S^ ? f September 2002 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Sfi fi 9 Ior Urth6 w ac ^M e , a P pllcant ls rec * uired t0 avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reoK toT 
final rejec ion under 37 CFR 1.113 may onjy be either: (1 ) a timely filed amendment which places the Xcationln 

ssssk iss^tf^jrsias i°^4 peai (with appeai fee): ° r (3) a ^ ^«ssess^ 

PERIOD FOR REPI Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) 0 The P eriod for re P'y ex P ire s months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b> lo^^h* 0 '' reP,y S ^ eS ° n: (1) the mai " n9 date 0f Advisor V Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later In 
MlTc^^^^^^ 6Xpire later than SIX M0NTHS the maili "9 <fete °f the ^ rejST 
toSlO/S^ S HLED WITH,N TW ° MONTHS 0F THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

f« h!ul e hL 0 n n r, 0 I, am * ni ! y t be f ° btained Under 37 CFR 1 • 136(a) - Tne date on We Petition under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) and the appropriate extension 
£ de 3 ' CFR l' ™fiEEE^*tiT^F S e f od ° f k extension and *• corresponding amount of the fe^ ^ The ^S^Z 
2?«« fnrth in /hi h } f ^ t. d ° : (1) ex P ,ratlon date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action or 

flZ fifpH / i ° Ve ' ' f ° he< ? ed - Any reply received by the 0ffice later ^ three months after the mailing date of the fmll rejection even if ' 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). rejection, even ir 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.^ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) E| they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) M they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4. Q Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. Q The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)D request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: . 

6. Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newlv 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. H For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)E will not be entered or b)Q will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 2.7.9.12-14. and 16:35USC 112 2 nd : 5and 11:35USC 103 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. Q Other: 
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-"Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) . .. .. 

v ' —J^F Application No. 009/822,308 

Continuation of 2. NOTE: 
New issues raised: 

ft f?V^ P ° a S n e H d i C i an T 9 h eS . l ° C ' aimS 2 ' 9 ' 12, and ? 3 have incor P° rat ed the subject matter of cancelled claim 1 (previously the parent claim 
SLrino fahri,2i«n ' J-JfTTh'"^ 3 ' nt0 th6Se C ' aimS iS incom P |ete for omitting essential steps. It is uncleaV if the phrase 
dunng fabrication refers to the fabncation of the composite, the fabrication of the barrier, or the fabrication of the substrate In addition 
s unclear ,f the phrase formation thereof refers to the formation of the fire resisting agent or the formation of the barrier The same clSi'm 
L™^h 9 h W3S introduced < 0 2f im \ in amen dment A (paper #4), rejected in the second non-final rejection (paper #5), and properly 
Z^ZZ^T? B - ?T 1 , WaS th 0 e " latercancelled in amendment C (paper #8). Applicant has failed to incorporaK clear 
mJtt^nf rinr^fpri r? 1 ^ ^Tf^ 9 " 12 ' an6 13 " Similarly ' the proposed chan 9 e to claim 16 has incorporated the sublet 
^i2n^2? f 15 /P rev J° us| y * he P arent claim of 16). The claim language contains a similar defect by using the phrase 
barrier ' P formation thereof ' refers to the formation of the fire resisting agent or the formation of the 

whlrh'If^iS' li5^ dd r? SS th / rej6Cti0n ° f C ' aim 7 Under 35 USC 1 12 " 2nd P ara 9raph. Claim 7 remains dependent upon claim 4. 
which is a cancelled claim. Claim 7 remains as an incomplete claim. 

#7 T £nH P n° a ™n^ 13 : and 16 W0Uld be sti " subject to the P rior art re J' ections set forth in paragraphs 4-5 of paper 

#7 and Paragraphs 1 -12 of paper #5. The subject matter of these claims was never indicated as allowable subject matter however it 

aPP fi r I Ap P" cant t ma y th , ink otherwise. A prior art rejection was not made in the second final rejection (paper #9) for claims'2 7 

Anltlnffrl 86 dams ™ re - and sti » are, incomplete for being dependent upon a cancelled parent claim In addition in' 

Applicant s response pnor to the second final rejection (amendment C: paper #8), Applicant stated, "In order to place the present 
HaK - ? condition or allowance, the foregoing amendment to the claims is submitted, merely involving cancellation of all 
claims except claims 5 and 1 1 . Based on this statement, it appears that the failure to cancel claims 2, 7, 9, 12-14, and 16 was an 
oversignt Dy the Applicant. 

It should be noted that if Applicant plans to amend claims 2, 7, 9, 12, 13, and 16 to overcome the 112 issues, the Examiner will be 
5 ™?Jr a^nAl T? 0 ^ ° 2 ' 7 3 , 12 " 14 ' and 16 based on the P rior art re j ection of these claims set forth in paragraphs 4-5 

paragraph 7 f Parag ^ phs 1 1-1 2 ° f paper #5 ' '* should also be noted that claim s 5 and 1 1 remain rejected for the reasons set forth in 
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Technology Center 1700 



